To the Editor: The use of correlations derived from positron emission tomography (PET) data has been the subject of some controversy (Ford, 1986) . Fur ther reason for caution in using correlations is evi dent when one considers the variability of correla tions based on low numbers of subjects. The 95% limits for a correlation when the true correlation is zero are dependent on sample size: with n = 5, the limits are -0.88 to 0.88; with n = 15, the limits are -0.51 to 0.51; and with n = 25, the limits are -0.39 to 0.39. Even with n = 50, the limits are -0.27 to 0.27 (from Hays, 1973). References Ford I (1986) Confounded correlations: statistical limitations in the analysis of interregional relationships of cerebral meta bolic activity. J Cereb Blood Flow Metabol 6:385-388 Hays W (1973) Statistics for the Social Sciences, New York, Holt, Rinehart and Winston, pp 664-665
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Confidence Limits for Correlations
To the Editor: The use of correlations derived from positron emission tomography (PET) data has been the subject of some controversy (Ford, 1986) . Fur ther reason for caution in using correlations is evi dent when one considers the variability of correla tions based on low numbers of subjects. The 95% limits for a correlation when the true correlation is zero are dependent on sample size: with n = 5, the limits are -0.88 to 0.88; with n = 15, the limits are -0.51 to 0.51; and with n = 25, the limits are -0.39 to 0.39. Even with n = 50, the limits are -0.27 to 0.27 (from Hays, 1973) .
The implications of the instability of correlation
data include the likelihood that small samples will differ for correlation data, especially when many correlations are examined. If correlations in PET J Cereb Blood Flow Metabol, Vol. 7, No.6, 1987 are examined, a replication of findings is critical to correct description of these correlations. 
